08/21/2003 14:46 FAX 202 783 3i.02 



ROTHWELL . FI GG , ERNST&MANB 




THE PATENT OFFICE'S STAMP HEREON IS ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY IT OF 
RECEIPT OF THE FOLLOWING IN REGARD TO: 



I 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO._ 
SERIAL NO. 



1751-294 



applicant/patentee Chan-ho PARK 



1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 



10/024,475 



ATTORNEY/TYPIST 1NIT1ALS__ 



MSD:lew 



cm December 21, 2001 
Request for Reconsideration Under 37 CFR §1.1 16 



DUE DATE AiMUSt 22, 2003 



Fee: $N/A 



□ Check □ Deposit Account 




ieceived from < 202 783 3102 > at 8121/03 2:49:41 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] 




OB/21/2003 14:44 FAX 202 783 3102 ROTHWELL, FIGG, ERNST&MANB @002 

' if if 



BOX AF 

EXPEDITED PROCESSING 



IN THE 
UNITED STATES 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK 
OFFICE 


Application No. 


10/024,475 


Filing Date 


December 21, 2001 


First Named Inventor 


Chan-ho PARK 


Group Art Unit 


2811 


Examiner Name 


lm, Junghwa M. 


Attorney Docket No. 


1751-294 


Title of the Invention: HIGH VOLTAGE SEMICONDUCTOR DEVICE HAVING HIGH BREAKDOWN 
VOLTAGE AND METHOD OF FABRICATING THE SAME 



REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1,116 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Sir: 

This Request is in response to the Office Action mailed May 22, 2003. 

REMARKS . 

Initially, Applicant submitted a Request for Personal Interview with proposed arguments, 
and, on Monday, July 21 9 2003 during a telephone conference, the Patent Office denied the 
Request for Personal Interview. The proposed arguments submitted with the Request for 
Personal Interview are incorporated herein by reference. 

Claims 1 and 3-7, following entry of this Amendment, are all the claims pending in the 
present application. Claims 4-7 have been withdrawn from reconsideration. 

Reconsideration of the subject patent application and allowance of all of the claims is 
respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. 

Claims 1 and 3 have been rejected under 35 LLS.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. Particularly, it is asserted that the junction termination, which has not been positively 
recited, is not disclosed. However, the trench as recited in claim 1 is supported in the 
specification at page 4, line 30-page 5, line 6. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that 
the rejection of these claims be withdrawn. 
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